and the Southern Cone states, for instance, Indians were for the most part eliminated from areas of colonial and immigrant settlement, pushed into the most inhospitable regions, if not exterminated, in a pattern similar to that which occurred in North America. In contrast, in regions of high-density Indian populations such as the Andean highlands and Mesoamerica, indigenous peoples were forcibly incorporated into the colonial economy and a process of ethnic mixture began during that period leading in later years to the emergence of the mestizo population. 2 Indian oppression in the new republics was twofold. On the one hand, the land-owning oligarchies who consolidated their economic power during the nineteenth century reaped the benefits of the privatisation of crown lands, ecclesiastical estates and traditional collective holdings that the colonial government had allowed Indian communities to keep for their own subsistence. The remaining Indians were pushed into frontier areas, inaccessible mountain ranges, arid wastelands and impenetrable jungles, while the new latifundistas and hacendados (large estate owners) and, in later years, waves of immigrant settlers, took over the best acreage and pastures. In some areas the land was cleared manu militari in genocidal 'pacification' campaigns. Generations of Indian peasants were forced into peonage and servile labour, and eventually into rural migration circuits and emigration, a process that continues today. By the twentieth century, micro-level subsistence holdings and landlessness had become characteristic of the Indian peasantry, leading to agrarian uprisings and revolutions and to multiple experiments with land reforms. These included the Mexican and Bolivian revolutions (1910-20 and 1952, respectively) and land reforms in Guatemala (1952), Peru (1960s and 1970s) , the Alliance for Progress of the Kennedy years -designed to stem the appeal of the Cuban revolution, Chile during the Allende years, Nicaragua in the 1980s and so on. Sometimes Indian communities did indeed receive some land and benefits via these reforms, in others such programmes simply passed Indians by. Consequently, access to land has become a major claim of indigenous organisations and the subject of continuous disputes between Indian communities and the state in much of Latin America. In this respect, Indians are not much different from other land-hungry peasants. This prompted numerous analysts during the twentieth century to consider Indians as simply a special type of landless rural labourer whose best interest lay in their class organisation and in forming alliances with other exploited workers. This led to serious and sometimes acrimonious theoretical and political debates since the time of the Mexican revolution at the beginning of the century through to post-Peace Accord Guatemala in the late 1990s.
A second feature that definitively marked the situation of indigenous peoples within the state was the non-recognition of Indian cultural and social identity as part of national society. The founding fathers and intellectual elites of the fledgling Latin American republics grandly ignored demographics
